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cognition.ss This argument has been adduced by
Kumariia in refutation of the view of extrinsic vali-
dity. It is applicable to the Buddhism as well as to
the Naiyayikas.

3)  Invalidity Intrinsic and Validity Extrinsic .^

The Buddhism holds a different view. Accor-
ding to it, cognition is intrinsically invalid (Apra-
mana) and is proved as valid by some extraneous
means.85 On the basis of available texts of Buddhis-
tic logic, it seems that Dharmakirti was first among
the Buddhists to discuss the problem of validity of
cognition.86 But as Kumariia, an earlier contempo-
rary of Dharmakirti had discussed the Buddhistic view
point in detail 87 it seems probably that some Bud-
dhist logician before Kumariia - either Dinnaga or
some one else " had thrown light on the problem,
but in the absence of any convincing evidence,
nothing can be said authentically.

In the later period the theory was discussed at
length by Santarakshta/9 Manorathanandin40 and
Prajnakara Gupta^1 in their respective treatises. The
Tattva-Samgraha and the Panjika are regarded as the
most authentic sources of Buddhism on the validity
of cognition.

i)  Invalidity is Intrinsic (Svatah) :

The Buddhism as presented by Kumariia main"
tains that invalidity should be accepted as natural
features of cognition; because invalidity, being a
non-entity, cannot be originated from the discre-
pancies of the cause. Elucidating the intrinsicality
(Svatastvam) of invalidity, he asserts that sense